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the taxes, were sometimes confiscated by the.prince,
and the inhabitants chained to the soil.    In short, he
found political support among the nobles, rather than
the people, and accordingly favoured the former at
the expense of the latter.    He would have succeeded
better had he "taken the  people into partnership,"
instead of treating them as food for powder or tax-
paying machines.    His policy was  thus  the  exact
opposite of that of John the Terrible in Moldavia,
who relied upon the peasantry and was hated by the
nobles.    It was, more than anything else, the lack of
popular support, which rendered the work of Michael
the Brave so ephemeral.    He endeavoured to make
up for the want of it by diplomatic devices, playing
off one great power against another, now leaning
towards the   Emperor, now   appearing   to    incline
towards   his   old   enemies   the   Turks.     While  he
averted the political decline of his country for a short
space of time, lie accelerated its economic ruin by the
legal sanction  of serfdom.     The condition   of the
peasantry became visibly worse from his  time on-
wards, and an oligarchy of privileged nobles tended
more and  more to concentrate power  in   its  own
hands. - Instead of combining with other Christian
princes in a league for the permanent emancipation
of their lands from the Turkish yoke, he frittered
away his resources on other, though less important,
schemes of conquest    He is said to have meditated
an even larger extension of his dominions.    But no
Roumanian kingdom could have stood, so long as
the Turks were to be feared.
With Michael the heroic age of Roumanian history